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By Charles W. Corddry
Washington Bureau of The Sun

WASHINGTON — In rare public
testimdny on Soviet military forces,
the Central Intelligence Agency said
yesterday that Moscow may have
reached the point where it now could
build huge ground-based lasers to de-
stroy American satellites.

The agency described an across-
the-board expansion of Soviet offen-
sive and defensive forces that includ-
ed at least seven new ballistic mis-
siles, a new jet bomber, projected de-
ployment of up to 3,000 cruise mis-
siles and production lines that could
turn out missile interceptors for
countrywide missile defenses.

By 1990, the CIA said, the Soviet
arsenal of nuclear warheads for mis-
siles and bombers will grow to more
than 12,000, compared with 9,000
today, and there-could be between
16,000 and 21,000 in the mid-
1990s.

(According to John Collins, senior
national defense specialist :tl tgt; tlé-
b of Congress, the Unit
h;aﬁry7.474 ballistic missile warheads
and an estimated 3,296 bomber-car-
ried nuclear weapons at the start of
this year.)

The CIA's extraordinary public
assessment was given before sub-
committees of the Senate Appropria-
tions and Armed Services Commit-
tees by Robert M. Gates, deputy di-
rector for intelligence, and Lawrence
K. Gershwin, specialist on Soviet'
strategic weapons.

Earth-circling satellites have be-
come vital elements of U.S. military
strength, used for spying, warning of
missile attack, communications,
navigation and weather observation.
The CIA testimony said the Soviet
Union aimed to deny such uses of
space in wartime but so far had lim-
ited anti-satellite (ASAT) capabilities.

The officials said, however, that
there now are two high energy lasers
at the Saryshagan test range with
“the potential to destroy or interfere

with some satellites in near-earth
orbit.”

Describing extensive work on di-
rected energy weapons — lasers and
atomic particle beams — they said:
“We are concerned that Soviet di-
rected energy programs may have
proceeded to the point where they
could construct operational ground-
based ASAT weapons.”

The United States is far from that
stage, according to officials in the
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Strategic Detense immauve, or “'star
wars,” program. There is one U.S.
high energy laser, at White Sands,
N.M., which has the power potential
of a weapon. But, unlike the Soviet
developments, it does not have an in-
stalled beam director that could
focus the “'shooter’ part on a target.

The CIA said the Soviets also
could test a space-based laser in low
orbit in the early 1990s.

A prime mover for yesterday's
open hearing was Senator James A.
McClure (R, Idaho), a conservative
opposed to defense budget cuts. The
session brought a brief protest from
Senator Gary Hart (D, Colo.) against
disclosing parts of the national intel-
ligence estimate to make what might
be “partisan points.” Intelligence
agents should be “insulated” from
public controversy, he said.

Senator Ted Stevens (R, Alaska),
chairing the joint hearing, said Con-
gress had been secretly hearing the
CIA material all year. The Soviets
“know we know,” he said, and only
the U.S. public was left out.

The CIA officials testified that
they saw no sign that severe eco-
nomic conditions would force the

Soviets to forgo strategic weapons
programs or that they would make
“substantial concessions” in arms
control negotiations to relieve eco-
nomic burdens.

While they described a mammoth
Soviet military program, the CIA wit-
nesses also said that Soviet power
had its limits:

03 Despite expanding air defenses.
the Soviets could not turn back a

lasers could ki
, CIA says

STAT

US. combined bomber and cruise
missile attack. Over the next 10
years, they would be unable to pre-
o th " from such

would be in-
creasingly able to derend mlllt:«:?y
and industrial installations,

] “*We do not believe there is a re-
alistic possibility that the Soviets will
be able to deploy in the 1990s a sys-
tem that could pose any significant
t.hm:u;o the U.S. SSBNs {nuclear-
powe missile -
rinoas) Qn patrol.” aring subma

“By their actions and propa-
ganda, the Soviets have dcmot[l)sug?-
ed they are very concerned about the
U.S. Strategic Defense Initiative and
its focus on advanced technology.”
They view this as forcing them to
redirect their costly missile prograni”
to reduce vulnerabilities or to engage
in a losing high-technology race.

They said Moscow would replace
gol'aﬂgrll}f' all its current missile and
m orce with new weapons
the mid-1990s, ons by



